
Ron Lee 
5392 Old Dairy Court 
Bonita, CA 91902 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy: 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadmst flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me fiom watchng digital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing fiom room-to-room and place-to-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and fi-iends. 

Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, ofFthe-shelf computer parts. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Ron Lee 
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October 16, 2 0 0 3  

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Absrnathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Albert John Wright 
7344 Toxaway Drive 
Knoxville, TN 37909 
USA 
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October 16, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 
A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipnent. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Barry Grossheim 
Post Office Box 72355 
Newport, KY 41072 
USA 
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October 16,2003 

C d i m o n a  Kathleen Q Abemnthy 
Federnl Communication# Comminnon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wnhhgton, D.C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am Writing to voice my oppoktion to any FCC-mandated adoption of %roadcart hg" technology for digital televirion. AB a conuuma 
and citizen, I feel Bhongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, c o m e r  +t~, and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for c o m e r  electronics must be rooted in manufactrwn' ability to innovate far thek curtomen. Allowing 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the rtudior to td tmchnologieta what nrw productr they c m  
create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what coneumera like me actually wnnt and it could r e d t  in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC iswee B hoadcwt 
equipment. I will not pay more for devicei that limit my righte at the behelt of Hollywood. Heore do not mnndnte brondcnrt 5q 
technology for digital television Thanlc you for your time. 

mandate, I would actually be lerr M y  to mnke an hvehnent in DTV-capnble receivers and other 

Sincerely, 

Paul Bogen 
37 1 7 Oldenburg 
College Station, Tx 77845 
USA 
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October 16, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Deas Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am w r h g  to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digid 
television. As a consumer and utizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, conmmer 
n g h t s ,  and the u lma te  adoption of DTV. 

A robust, compehtive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' abhty to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing mome studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers hke me actually want, and it could result in me b a g  charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an kvesment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &g~tal television. Thank you for your tune. 

Sincerely, 

Allen Small 
65 Goodnch Road 
PO Box 282 
Bingham, ME 04920 
USA 
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October 16, 2003 

Commssioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communicaaons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am wrilmg to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
televlsion. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a p o l y  would be bad for mnovation, consumer 
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Alloaring movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment d enable the studtoa to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This anll result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually wnnt, and it could result m me being charged more money for infenor 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to mnke an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equpment. I will not pay more for devices that k t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital televlsion. Thank you for your tune. 

hce re l  y, 

Wdham Murdock 
421 W 8th Ave 
Columbus, OH 43201 
USA 
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October 16, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadmst flag" technology fer dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghh, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon e? D N  

A robust, compettthre market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manutreturen' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlprnent wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necernrlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and tt could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonalky. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In D-capab le  recehren 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest d Hollywood. Please do net mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlghl televlslon Thank you for your tlme. 

Slneerel y, 

Kevln Jarnot 
10 Black Beech Ln 
Scituate, MA 02066 
USA 
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October 16,2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology fer dlgltrl televlslon. As a 
Consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such a polky would be bad for Innovrtlan, consumer rights, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competltbe market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In mrnuhchrren' ablllty to Innovate fer thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlprnent wlll enable the m d b s  to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necesmrlly reflect whd consumen llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvcrs 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlghk at the behest d Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you fer your tlme 

Slncerely, 

AleJandm Sedeno 
801 Somervllle Ave # 2 
Somervllle, MA 02143 
USA 
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October 16,2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commismon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am Writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcart technology for Wtal televirian . '4.9 a cannuna 
and citizen, I feel ntrongly that mch a policy would be bad for innovation, conrumer W b ,  and the ultimate adaption of DTV. 

A robuet, competitive market for c o m e r  electronicr must be rooted in mnnufafturar' ability to h v a t e  for thdir cwtomm. Ala- 
movie studios to veto features of DTv-reception equipment will enable the otudos to t d  technolo@ what new pmducb they can 
create ?hie will result in products that don't necemdy reflect what conrumera lite me actually WBnf and it could r e d t  in me b d q  
c h q e d  more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC bms a broadcart flag mendate, I would a c t d y  be less I h l y  to mnke an inveatment in DlV-capable recavera and other 
equipment I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my dghb at the. behent of Hollywood. PlePre do not mandate broudcumt apB 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Peter S h y  
2 Mariks Rd 
Rivemide, CT 06878 
USA 
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capitol Broadcasiing Company, Im, 2619 Western Bhd., PO. Box 7 D ,  Weigh, NC21606 

nu- -_ - __ - _. 

October 16,2003 

The Honorable Michael K. Powell, Chairman 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12’ Street S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: MC Docket No. 02-230 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Capitol Broadcasting Company, Inc., liccnsee of four digital television stations h the 
Carolinas, urges the Commission not to adopt an exemption h r n  any proposed “broadcast flag” 
for news, public affairs and/or educational programming broadcast on digital stations. As local 
broadcasters, local news and public affairs programming is core to our obligation to fulfill our 
public interest obligations. 

In the Raleigh-Durham market, we produce over 39.5 hours of news and four hours of 
public affairs programming per week in high definition. This programming is part of OW 
investment in serving our community and is our product for distribution, not for someone to 
pirate. We agree with the CBS Affiliates Advisory Board in its October 8,2003 letter to you -- 
“for local affiliates, a broadcast flag that does not protect local news is like no broadcast flag at 
all.” We also support the other arguments advanced by the Board in support of the flag. 

cc. Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
W. Kenneth Ferree, Esq. 
Stacy Robinson, Esq. 
Jordan Goldstein, Esq. 
Daniel Gonzalez, Esq. 
Johanna Mikes, Esq. 
Rick Chessen, Esq. 
Ms. Marlene Dortch 
M B  Docket No. 02-230 
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October 16,2003 

C o d d o n e r  Kathleen Q Abemathy 
F e d 4  Communication# Commbdon 
445 12th Sbeet, NW 
Warhington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am Writing to voice my oppomtion to any FCC-mandnted adoption of "brondcnat flng" technology for digitel televirion. An a conuumer 
and citizen, I feel stron@y that such a policy would be bad for innovation, conuumer dght~, end the ulhate  adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for conuumer elecbonicr mud be rooted in manufactured eWly to krnovatc for thdii cuttomen. A l l o h  
movie studior to veto features of DTV-recepdon equipment will enable the otudior to tell tachnologLtr whnt new pioductr they cnn 
create llin will reeult in products that don't necer rdy  reflect what conmumen &e me actually WBnf and it could r e d t  in me being 
charged more money for inferior f u n c t i o d ~  

If the FCC bouer R broadcart tlq mandate, I would nctually be lerr likely to make M investment in DTV-cppnble recavem and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devicee that limit my 
technology for digital television. Thanlr you for your time 

nt the beheat of Hollywood. Plenre do not mandate brondcnat flag 

Sincerely, 

Richard NOland 
5320 San Mateo Blvd NE 
#D50 
Albuquerque, NM 87109 
USA 
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October 16. 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrttlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cttlzen, I feel strongly that such I pollcy would be bad fer Innovatlon, consumer rlghh, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competttke market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' rblllty to Innovate fer thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and tt could result In me belng charged more money for Interlor functlonalky. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be loss llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recetvera 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmtt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywaad. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology fer dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your the .  

Slncerel y, 

Davld Breyer 
4415 Redmont Ave 
Clnclnnatl, OH 45236 
USA 
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October 14,2003 

Commbdoner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Commdcatiom Commhion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Waohhgton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am wxiting to voice my oppomtion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcm flag teahnology for digital televiriOn. Ac a c o ~ u m e r  
and citizen, I feel Bhongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, c-er i j @ ~ ,  and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for c o m e r  elecwonice mwt be rooted in manufhchwsrl ability to h v n t e  faa th& cwtomar. Allowing 
movie etudios to veto features of DN-recepdon equipment wiU enable the audios to tell tCohnolo@ what new products they cnn 
create. ?hie will result in products that don't neceirarily reflect what connunenr like me a d y  wnnt, and it could remlt in me b+ 
charged more money for infdor h d o n d i ~  

If the FCC ismem a brondcwt flag mandate, I would nctudy be lers Uely to mnke an invertment in DTV-capable recuvem nnd other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rightn at the beheot of Hollywood. Pleiue do not mnndnte brondcnmt nPg 
technology for digital television. Thant you for your h e .  

Sincerely, 

Scott Lifer 
4 1 1 Oaribddi Avenue 
Roseto, PA 18013 
USA 
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October 14: 2003 

Commiieioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communicationn Commbmon 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am Writing to voice my oppomtion to any FCC-mandated adoption of %roadcwt fleg" technology for digital teleVirion. k b  a c o m e r  
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innavatia coneumer +t~, and the ultimate adoptian of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for coneumer electronics muat be rooted in manufactured ability to h o v a t e  for theii customers. Ah*  
movie Bhldios to veto features of DTV-recMon equipment will a b l e  the rmdioi to tell techndagka what new productr they can 
create This wiU result in productn that don't neceredy reflect what coneumern like me actually want, and it could r e d t  in me behg 
charged more money for inferior fhct iodi ty .  

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actuslly be lerr likely to mnke an investment in DTV-capable recavem and other 
equipment I will not pay more for devicei that h i t  my rightr at the behert of Hollywood. mewe do not mandate broadcast flag 
technoloay for digitel television. 'Ihanlr you for your time 

Sincerely, 
I 

Shauna Lifer 
4 1 1 Oaribaldi Avenue 
Roseto, PA 18013 
USA 
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October 14, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologiSts what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equiprent. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Marx Rivera 
104-66 126th Street 
South Richmond Hill, NY 11419 
USA 
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October 14,2003 

Commiomoner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communicationr Comminmon 
445 12th Stxeet, NW 
Waihington, D.C 20554 

Dew Kathleen Abernathy, 

I em Writing to voice my oppoation to any FCC-mandated adoptian of %roadcant aegll technology for wtal t e l d o n .  An a c ~ l l l l l l l e r  
and citizen, I feel *ongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, c o ~ u m e r  rightr, and the &hate adoption of DTV. 

A robwt, competitive market for CMBUIII~~ electronicr mwt be rootsd in manufacturere' aWty to innovate fbr thek curtomarr. d o w i n g  
movie mdios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will a b l e  the 6tudhr to t d  techno lo^ w h t  new pro&- they can 
create. This will r e d t  in products that don't necesrarily reflect what connunere like me actually 
charged more money for inferor functionality. 

and it could m d t  in me bdng 

If the FCC issuer a broadcart flag mandete, I would nctunlly be lerr likely to make an invevhent in DTV-capable recuvar and other 
equipment. I wiU not pay more for devicee that limit my riehtp at the behest of Hollywood. Plenre do not mandate broadcart 5 g  
technology for digitd television. Thant you for your t h e  

sincerely, 

Martin Pauloen 
2 Phelree Terrace 
South Burlingtan, VT 05403 
USA 
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October 14, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlghl  televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghh, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electranks must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate f o r  thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlm 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and lt could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor fundlonality. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable meelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devices that Ilmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglttl televlslon Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerel y, 

John Homer 
482 N Pln Oak PI 
Apt 302 
Longwood, FL 32779 
USA 



Brandon Light 
1 1800 Green Hill Dr. 
Hagerstown, h4D 2 1742 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abeinathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
4.45 12thstreet,Nw 
Washington, D.C. 205-54 

Dear Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy : 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a Egulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me fi-om watching digital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from roonrto-rmm and place-to-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. 

Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpcnsive, off-the-shelf computer parts. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciring, what compelling reason do 1 have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment?A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Blandon Light 



Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12thStreet,NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy: 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent JX fiom watching digital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for peimnal viewing from room-to-room and placeto-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. 

Furthermore. if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayW and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, ofF-the-shelf computer parts. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what Compelling reason do 1 have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

gary glaser 

1 



Jennifer Bunner 
924 East Dayton St., Apt 3 
Madison, WI 53703 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
4-45 12thstreet,Nw 
Washington, D.C. 2 0 5 4  

Dear Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy: 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

?lie broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me ftom watching digital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing ftom room-to-room and place-tcrplace. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. 

Furthermore. if computers cannot fkeely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-the-shelf computer parts. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do 1 have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promte the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 

Sincerely, 

Jennifer Bunner 

I 
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October 15, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Commun Icatlons Cam m lsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technulogy for d lgb l  televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such I pollcy would be bad for Innovatlen, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competklve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manuheturen' ablltty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlan equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technaloglsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessawrlly reflect whrt consumen llke me 
actually want, and tt could result In me belng charged more money fer lnferlor functlonaltty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recetven 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslan Thank you fer your the .  

Slncerely, 

Krlstopher Austln 
700 NE 122nd ST #304 
Oklahoma Cky, OK 731 14 
USA 



John H Clippinger 
85 Frank Kenison Rd. 
Jeffersoa NH 03583 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy: 

I am outraqed by the FCC' recent decisions that evidence their captivity to industry interests at the expense of 
the public interest. You did not have public support far your last attempt to sneak by public scrutiny and you 
won't this time. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from r m m - r m m  and place-to-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school htbd game to family and fiends. 

Furthermore, if computers cannot &ly receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable m to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, ofFthe-shelf computer parts. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a oo~lsum~~ to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to pronmte the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

For once, have the courage to stand u p  to Jack Valenti! 

Sincerely, 

John Henry Clippinger, III 

Sincerely, 

John H Clippinger 

1 



TOddLee 
5392 Old Daiq Court 
Bonita, CA 91902 

t 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, N w  
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy: 

As a broadcast television viewer and collsumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broedcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest It will prevent me from watchtng digital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing h rwm-to-room and place-to-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and fiiends. 

Furthermore, if computers cannot k l y  receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in excitmg ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and tbe Wmdows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, ofWhe-sbelf mmputer parts. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience mre enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a umsumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current c o m m  electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to pmmote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Todd Lee 

1 
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October 15, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy. 

I am writing to voice my oppasition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consuer electronics rust be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This vi11 result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like ~e actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equiprent. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Richard Mach 
4406 Tamarack Trail 
Austin, TX 78727 
USA 



ChristopherAdler 
309 Olive St. 
San Diego, CA 92 103 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal communications commission 
445 12th Streq N w  
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy: 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoptim of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy televisicm. 

It is imperative that the FCC abide by the Constitutional requirement for a balance between the creators of 
copyrightable work and the users. Technological restrictions benefit solely the creators (or more precisely, the 
owners) and have no discernable benefit to the users. By removing functionality and restricting innovation, 
the broadcast flag acts against the long-tenn interests of users and creators alike. Broadcasters do not have an 
absolute copyright, but must also act to benefit the COIIlIIyln good, by Constitutional requirement as well as 
because they are given the public grant for use ofthe publiclpwned airwaves. It is this same reasoning that 
compelled the United States Supreme court to decide in favor of Sony in the famous Universal v. Sony case, 
permitting Sony to manufhcture the VCR desipte its potential for copyright-i&inging use. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience =re enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what Compelling reason do I have as a C ( M S ~  to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my cumnt m u m e r  electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Christopher M e r  


